United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 


FILING DATE 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 


CONFIRMATION NO. 


09/761,893 


01/17/2001 


Shih-Chich Hung 


11709-003001 


6011 



26161 7590 02/22/2006 

FISH & RICHARDSON PC 
P.O. BOX 1022 

MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55440-1022 



EXAMINER 



GARVEY, TARA L 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



1636 

DATE MAILED: 02/22/2006 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 



Advisory Action 
Before the Filing of an Appeal Brief 


Artnliratinn No 

09/761,893 


|j^/iiuai ill 9 1 

HUNG ET AL. 


Examiner 

Tara L. Garvey 


Art Unit 

1636 





-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 



THE REPLY FILED 26 January 2006 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 

1 . S The reply was filed after a final rejection, but prior to or on the same day as filing a Notice of Appeal. To avoid abandonment of 

this application, applicant must timely file one of the following replies: (1) an amendment, affidavit, or other evidence, which 
places the application in condition for allowance; (2) a Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee) in compliance with 37 CFR 41.31; or (3) 
a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. The reply must be filed within one of the following 
time periods: 

a) [Zl The period for reply expires months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) The period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever is later. In 
no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

Examiner Note: If box 1 is checked, check either box (a) or (b). ONLY CHECK BOX (b) WHEN THE FIRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN 

TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 706.07(f). 
Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1.136(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate extension fee 
have been filed is the date for purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. The appropriate extension fee 
under 37 CFR 1 .17(a) is calculated from: (1) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally set in the final Office action; or (2) as 
set forth in (b) above, if checked. Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of the final rejection, even if timely filed, 
may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 

2. □ The Notice of Appeal was filed on . A brief in compliance with 37 CFR 41 .37 must be filed within two months of the date of 

filing the Notice of Appeal (37 CFR 41 .37(a)), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 41 .37(e)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. Since 
a Notice of Appeal has been filed, any reply must be filed within the time period set forth in 37 CFR 41.37(a). 
AMENDMENTS 

3. □ The proposed amendment(s) filed after a final rejection, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will not be entered because 

(a) D They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) D They raise the issue of new matter (see NOTE below); 

(c) □ They are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the issues for 

appeal; and/or 

(d>n They present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 
NOTE: . (See 37 CFR 1.1 16 and 41.33(a)). 

4. □ The amendments are not in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121. See attached Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment (PTOL-324). 

5. □ Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

6. □ Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment canceling the 

non-allowable claim(s). 

7. ^ For purposes of appeal, the proposed amendment(s): a) □ will not be entered, or b) will be entered and an explanation of 

how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: 1,4,6, 7,9-11.23 and 32 . 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

AFFIDAVIT OR OTHER EVIDENCE 

8. □ The affidavit or other evidence filed after a final action, but before or on the date of filing a Notice of Appeal will not be entered 

because applicant failed to provide a showing of good and sufficient reasons why the affidavit or other evidence is necessary and 
was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 1.116(e). 

9. □ The affidavit or other evidence filed after the date of filing a Notice of Appeal, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will not be 

entered because the affidavit or other evidence failed to overcome aH rejections under appeal and/or appellant fails to provide a 
showing a good and sufficient reasons why it is necessary and was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 41 .33(d)(1). 

1 0. □ The affidavit or other evidence is entered. An explanation of the status of the claims after entry is below or attached. 
REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION/OTHER 

1 1. The request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: 
see continuation sheet. 

12. □ Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s). (PTO/SB/08 or PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

13. □ Other: . 
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Continuation 

Applicant has appointed an attorney or agent to conduct all business before the 
Patent and Trademark Office. Double correspondence with an applicant and applicant's 
attorney or agent will not be undertaken. Accordingly, applicant is required to conduct 
all future correspondence with this Office through the attorney or agent of record. See 
37 CFR 1.33. 

The amendment filed on January 26, 2006 under 37 CFR 1 .1 16 in reply to the 
final rejection has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Applicant's arguments filed 26 January 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Claims 1, 4, 6, 7, 9-11, 23 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) 
contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 
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Applicant argues that adding the new limitation of a pore size of 0.4 to 20 
microns is within the original scope and does not constitute new matter. The 
amendment to claim 1 in which "small-sized" is added and the cancellation of claim 5 
which limited the mesenchymal stem cells being isolated from fractioned tissue, un- 
fractioned tissue and a body fluid changes the group from which the cells can be 
selected. The characteristics of MSC being large and plastic adherent is supported by 
published articles. Finally, applicant argues that the device does not have to be perfect 
to be granted a patent and that this application is not perfect, but does help in the 
recovery of MSC. 

In response to applicant's arguments, the new pore size range of 0.4 to 20 
microns constitutes new matter because there is no support in the application as filed 
for a narrower range. The specification only describes a pore size that "ranges from 
about 0.4 to 40 microns" (see specification on page 7, lines 28-29). The amendment 
filed does not change the basis for the written description rejection that was maintained 
in the office action mailed December 16, 2005. The limitation of "small-sized" cells in 
terms of the cells that will pass through the pores does not limit the other cells in 
addition to MSC that will not pass through the pores. Furthermore, the cancellation of 
claim 5 does not limit the sources from which the cells can be isolated since there is 
support in the specification for the previously claimed sources. In addition, the claims 
are drawn to a cell mixture "comprising" MSC which reads on a cell mixture that has 
MSC and any other cell type. In terms of the perfection of the application, the 
application must still provide adequate description that the applicant is in possession of 
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the inventions as claimed in order to grant a patent. The applicant's have not 
demonstrated the claimed cell culture device described will only allow MSCs to adhere 
to the plate and allow all cells but MSCs to pass through the pores. 

Claims 1, 4, 6, 7, 9-11, 23 and 32 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement for reasons of 
record as set forth above and in the previous office action mailed December 16, 2005. 

Conclusion 

No claims are allowed. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tara L Garvey whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2917. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8 am to 4:30 
pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Remy Yucel can be reached on (571) 272-0781. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to (571) 272-0547. 

Patent applicants with problems or questions regarding electronic images that 
can be viewed in the Patent Application Information Retrieval system (PAIR) ( http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov ) can now contact the USPTO's Patent Electronic Business Center 
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(Patent EBC) for assistance. Representatives are available to answer your questions 
daily from 6 am to midnight (EST). The toll free number is (866) 217-9197. When calling 
please have your application serial or patent number, the type of document you are 
having an image problem with, the number of pages and the specific nature of the 
problem. The Patent Electronic Business Center will notify applicants of the resolution 
of the problem within 5-7 business days. Applicants can also check PAIR to confirm that 
the problem has been corrected. The USPTO's Patent Electronic Business Center is a 
complete service center supporting all patent business on the Internet. The USPTO's 
PAIR system provides Internet-based access to patent application status and history 
information. It also enables applicants to view the scanned images of their own 
application file folder(s) as well as general patent information available to the public. 

For all other customer support, please call the USPTO Call Center (UCC) at 800- 
786-9199. 

Tara L Garvey 
Examiner 
Art Unit 1636 

TLG 




